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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on t 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE THREE 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



sheet with the correspondence address - 
MONTH(S) FROM 



37 CFR 1.136 (a). In nc 



a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS from the 



le statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered 
ind will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of thi 
io application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 



- Extensions of time may be available un 
mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for repry specified above is 

- If NO period for reply is specified above 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for re[ 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three month 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 ) □ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 

2a) □ This action is FINAL. 2b) K This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) 53 Claim(s) 1-27 is/are pending in the application. 



4a) Of the above, claim(s) _ 

5) D Claim(s) 

6) 8 Claim(s) 147 

7) D Claim(s) 

8) D Claims 



_ is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 
is/are objected to. 



_ are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

9)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are a)D accepted or b)d objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) lx! Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)K All b)D Some* c)D None of: 

1 . IxJ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3. □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 
a)D The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§120 and/or 121. 
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1 1 8 Notice of References Cited (PT0-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). 

2) □ Notice of Draftspersons Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informel Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

3) 8 Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 6 Q) fj other: 
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The drawings are objected to because fig 5 must be filed a request for "drawing 
correction". A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be 
held in abeyance. 

Claims 7-9, 16-18, and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The claims are drawn to a contradictory limitations such as a "play-back only type 
medium... allowed to be dubbed". If the medium is a read only then how could be dubbed?. 
Further explanation is respectfully requested. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

a person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371© of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) do not apply to the examination of this application as the application being 
examined was not (1) filed on or after November 29, 2000, or (2) voluntarily published under 35 
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U.S.C. 122(b). Therefore, this application is examined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the 
amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e)). 

Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Ashe (6070799). 
Applicant's attention is drawn to figs 3 and 4. The reference shows an optical disk copying 
apparatus comprising a recording means 3 1, for recording data read from a first disk 30 to a 
second disk 34, judgment means to determine whether the first disk is allowed to be copied or not 
column 4 lines 19-21 and control means for inhibiting the data read from the first disk into the 
second disk based on the judgement means column 4 lines 24-26. 

With respect to the limitations of claims 2, 5, 1 1, 14, 20 and 23. The reference is drawn to an 
optical disk such as a DVD and a CD-ROM. 

With respect to the limitations of claims 3, 4, 6, 12, 13, 15, 21, 22 and 24. The reference discloses 
the use of an optical head (light beam) reflected from the disk during a reading operation 30 that 
read a predetermined information such as a disk ID (type), classification codes, and title meeting 
the claimed invention. 

With respect to the limitations of claims 7-9, 16-18, and 25-27. The claims as far as proper and 
understood read on an alternative limitation between a CD-ROM and any other optical disk. The 
reference discloses the use of a CD-ROM or a DVD column 2 lines 1-6. The reference also 
discloses the use of an optical medium having a recording surface that is read with copy 
protection recorded thereon column 4 lines 20-3 1 . 
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Art Unit: 2653 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 5764607, 6137642, and 6370320. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to NABELHINDI at 
telephone number 308.1555 




